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Deep and comprehensive knowledge of the genetic structure of pathogenic species is the cornerstone on which the design of pre-
cise molecular diagnostic tools is built. Xanthomonas arboricola is divided into pathovars, some of which are classified as quar-
antine organisms in many countries and are responsible for diseases on nut and stone fruit trees that have emerged worldwide.
Recent taxonomic studies of the genus Xanthomonas showed that strains isolated from other hosts should be classified in X. ar-
boricola, extending the host range of the species. To investigate the genetic structure of X. arboricola and the genetic relation-
ships between highly pathogenic strains and strains apparently not relevant to plant health, we conducted multilocus sequence
analyses on a collection of strains representative of the known diversity of the species. Most of the pathovars were clustered in
separate monophyletic groups. The pathovars pruni, corylina, and juglandis, responsible for pandemics in specific hosts, were
highly phylogenetically related and clustered in three distinct clonal complexes. In contrast, strains with no or uncertain patho-
genicity were represented by numerous unrelated singletons scattered in the phylogenic tree. Depending on the pathovar, intra-
and interspecies recombination played contrasting roles in generating nucleotide polymorphism. This work provides a popula-
tion genetics framework for molecular epidemiological surveys of emerging plant pathogens within X. arboricola. Based on our
results, we propose to reclassify three former pathovars of Xanthomonas campestris as X. arboricola pv. arracaciae comb. nov.,
X. arboricola pv. guizotiae comb. nov., and X. arboricola pv. zantedeschiae comb. nov. An emended description of X. arboricola
Vauterin et al. 1995 is provided.

As international trade and travel increase, emerging infectious
diseases regularly threaten human health, as well as agricul-

tural production (livestock and crops), and may be responsible for
huge social, economic, and environmental damages. Our capabil-
ity to quickly detect and identify the microorganisms responsible
for these emerging diseases is critical to implement effective crop
protection, sanitary measures, and regulations. The development
of efficient and precise diagnostic tools relies on a stable and com-
prehensive classification. Providing a classification frame with
names predictive of ecological, phenotypic, genotypic, and phylo-
genetic properties is the primary aim of taxonomic studies.

Sequencing of sets of housekeeping genes (multilocus se-
quence analysis [MLSA]) has become the standard today for phy-
logenetic analyses of bacterial species and was proposed as an al-
ternative to DNA-DNA hybridizations for species delineation (1,
2). MLSA allows strain assignment at the species level (3–5) and
gives rise to specialized databases (5–7). MLSA treats sequences at
the nucleotide level for phylogenetic analysis, but the recorded
data can also be converted into alleles, an approach known as
multilocus sequence typing (MLST). MLST was introduced by
Maiden et al. (8) to type bacterial pathogens and to identify the
pathogens that are the origins of epidemics. Since then, it has been
applied to many bacterial species and has been used in molecular
epidemiology and microevolution analyses (5). MLST represents
an easy, reproducible, and portable approach for pathogen iden-
tification at the infraspecies level and is also used to infer popula-
tion genetic insights (9).

Xanthomonas arboricola is a bacterial species associated with
plants that includes strains responsible for major diseases of stone
and nut fruit trees. Plant-pathogenic strains are classified into

pathovars, which are groups of strains responsible for the same
disease in the same host range (10). The three most economically
important pathovars within the species are pathovars pruni, co-
rylina, and juglandis, responsible for bacterial spot of stone fruit
trees, bacterial blight of hazelnut, and walnut blight, respectively.
These three diseases were first reported in the early 20th century in
the United States and are characterized by angular necrotic leaf
spots and cankers on their respective hosts (11–13). Disease emer-
gences were recently reported in several countries worldwide, such as
Spain (14, 15), Italy, Serbia, Poland, Chile (16), Taiwan (17), and the
United States (18). Consequently, these pathovars are recommended
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for regulation as quarantine pests in many countries (http://www
.eppo.int/QUARANTINE/quarantine.htm; https://www.ippc.int/).

At the time of its description (19), X. arboricola encompassed
five pathovars (pruni, corylina, juglandis, celebensis, and populi)
plus strains previously classified as Xanthomonas campestris pv.
poinsettiicola type C. In 2001, Janse et al. (20) described a new
pathovar within the species, X. arboricola pv. fragariae, causing
leaf blight of strawberry. Based on pathogenicity tests, virulence
gene content, and genetic heterogeneity, the pathovar status of X.
arboricola strains from strawberry was recently questioned (21). A
phylogenetic analysis of the genus Xanthomonas, based on partial
sequencing of the housekeeping gene gyrB, showed that the patho-
type strains of X. campestris pv. arracaciae (22), X. campestris pv.
guizotiae (23), and X. campestris pv. zantedeschiae (24) cluster
near the type strain of X. arboricola, indicating that these three
pathovars might be reclassified into X. arboricola (25). The same
study showed that unclassified strains isolated from Chrysanthe-
mum and clove belong to the X. arboricola clade. Xanthomonads
isolated in New Zealand from diverse hosts, including Magnolia,
also cluster with X. arboricola strains (26). These recent studies
reveal the extended host range of X. arboricola and raise interest-
ing questions about the phylogenetic relationships between these
diverse strains isolated from a set of various hosts and strains of
the historical pathovars (pruni, corylina, juglandis, and populi). Is
classification within X. arboricola, inferred by gyrB sequencing,
also supported by a multilocus approach? Do strains isolated from
the same host cluster together, as expected under evolution driven
by host adaptation?

MLSA-MLST approaches have been successfully used to de-
scribe the genetic structure of several Xanthomonas species, such
as X. campestris (27), Xanthomonas axonopodis (28), and Xan-
thomonas oryzae (29). These studies reveal the importance of host
specificity and pathogenicity traits in the population structure of
these Xanthomonas species. It has also been shown that pathovar
classification is strongly related to virulence-associated gene rep-
ertoires (29–31). Within X. arboricola, it was shown that the three
major pathovars shared similar, yet slightly different, repertoires
of type III effectors (T3Es) (32), which are the main virulence
factors of xanthomonads (33). This result suggests a common
origin for these three pathogens that needs to be investigated by
phylogenetic approaches.

Here, we addressed the questions of the genetic structure of X.
arboricola and the phylogenetic relationships of strains belonging
to different pathovars that have so far been defined in the species
using phylogenetic and molecular epidemiological methods.
Based on analyses of partial sequences of seven housekeeping
genes (MLST-MLSA), we showed that strains belonging to well-
defined pathovars generally clustered in well-supported mono-
phyletic groups. Strains of the three major pathovars, which are
highly adapted to their respective host plants and have been re-
sponsible for pandemics over many decades, causing important
economic losses in different production areas worldwide, clus-
tered into three clonal complexes (CCs). Phylogenetic analyses
supported the hypothesis of a shared common ancestor for the
three pathovars. In contrast, strains isolated from various hosts
that are weakly pathogenic or not pathogenic were genetically het-
erogeneous, and no genetic structure could be determined. Re-
classification of X. campestris pv. arracaciae, X. campestris pv.
guizotiae, and X. campestris pv. zantedeschiae in X. arboricola as X.
arboricola pv. arracaciae comb. nov., X. arboricola pv. guizotiae

comb. nov., and X. arboricola pv. zantedeschiae comb. nov. is
proposed.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Bacterial strains and growth conditions. A core collection of 97 strains of
Xanthomonas representing the pathovars pruni, corylina, juglandis, fra-
gariae, celebensis, populi, arracaciae, guizotiae, and zantedeschiae and X.
campestris pv. poinsetticola type C, plus strains from diverse hosts not
classified under pathovars (Table 1), was characterized by MLSA-MLST
using partial nucleotidic sequences of seven housekeeping genes. They
were chosen in order to maximize host and geographical origins and years
of isolation. A few strains of the pathovars celebensis, guizotiae, zantede-
schiae, and arracaciae are available in public microbial resource centers;
all of them were used in this study. In addition, 160 strains deposited at the
CIRM-CFBP (International Center for Microbial Resources—French
Collection for Plant-Associated Bacteria, Angers, France) as X. arboricola
were analyzed using partial nucleotide sequences of gyrB and rpoD (see
Table S1 in the supplemental material). All the strains are preserved
freeze-dried at the CIRM-CFBP. Bacterial strains were routinely cultured
on YPGA medium (yeast extract, 7 g liter�1; peptone, 7 g liter�1; glucose,
7 g liter�1; agar, 15 g liter�1) for 2 to 4 days at 28°C.

PCR and sequencing of protein-coding genes. Amplification of par-
tial sequences of seven protein-coding genes (atpD [ATP synthase �
chain], dnaK [70-kDa heat shock protein], efp [elongation factor P], fyuA
[transmembrane protein; Ton-B-dependent transporter], glnA [glu-
tamine synthetase I], gyrB [DNA gyrase � subunit], and rpoD [RNA poly-
merase sigma 70 factor]) was performed as previously described (27, 28)
using corresponding primers (Table 2). Both strands of PCR products
were sequenced by Biogenouest (Nantes, France) and Genoscreen (Lille,
France).

Sequence acquisition and alignment. Both strands of nucleotide se-
quences were edited, assembled, translated, aligned, and trimmed using
Geneious software (Biomatters, Auckland, New Zealand). Amino acid
alignments were used in order to produce codon-based nucleotide se-
quence alignments. The consensus sequences used to trim the sequences
are shown in Table 2. The sequences were concatenated following the
alphabetical order of the genes, ending in a sequence of 4,620 bp (bp 1 to
750 for atpD, 751 to 1509 for dnaK, 1510 to 1848 for efp, 1849 to 2601 for
fyuA, 2602 to 3276 for glnA, 3277 to 4011 for gyrB, and 4012 to 4620 for
rpoD).

Sequence data analysis. All summary statistics were calculated on the
global data set. The number of polymorphic sites (S) and the number of
haplotypes (Hap), as well as haplotype diversity (Hd) (34), nucleotide
diversities (�� and �w) (34, 35), neutrality indices of Tajima’s D (36), Fu
and Li’s D*, Fu and Li’s F* (37), the number of nonsynonymous substi-
tutions per nonsynonymous site (dN), and the number of synonymous
substitutions per synonymous site (dS) (38), were estimated using DnaSP
(39).

Phylogenetic analyses. Phylogenetic analyses were performed on in-
dividual gene sequences and on the concatenated data set. Strain CFBP
5241 of X. campestris pv. campestris was used to root trees. Neighbor-
joining (NJ) trees were generated with MEGA version 5 (40) using the
Kimura two-parameter model (41) and 1,000 bootstrap replicates. The
model of evolution for maximum-likelihood (ML) analysis was deter-
mined using Modeltest 3.7 coupled with PAUP (42). Both the hierarchical
likelihood ratio test (hLRT) and the standard Akaike information crite-
rion (AIC) were determined to select a model. If given models were dif-
ferent, the phylogeny was inferred using the AIC results. ML trees were
obtained with PhyML phylogeny software (43) using the best-fit nucleo-
tide substitution model selected as described above and 1,000 bootstrap
replicates. Trees were edited with MEGA 5. The Shimodaira-Hasegawa
(SH) test (44) implemented in the DNAML program from PHYLIP (45)
was used to test whether tree topologies based on each individual locus or
on the concatenated sequences fell within the same confidence limits.
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TABLE 1 Bacterial strains used in this study

Taxonomic
namea CFBP no.d Other collection no.f Host of isolation Geographic origin

Yr of
isolation ST CC

X. arboricola pv.
pruni

CFBP 411 ATCC 10016 Prunus persica United States 1963 37 3
CFBP 2535PT NCPPB 416, ICMP 51 Prunus salicina New Zealand 1953 15 3
CFBP 3893 Prunus persica Italy 1989 37 3
CFBP 3898 Prunus domestica United States 1989 37 3
CFBP 3900 Prunus persica United States 1987 37 3
CFBP 3901 Prunus armeniaca United States 1987 37 3
CFBP 3921 Prunus persica Italy 1996 37 3
CFBP 5229 Prunus sp. Argentina 1996 15 3
CFBP 5529 NCPPB 1607 Prunus persica Australia 1964 37 3
CFBP 5580 Prunus japonica France 2000 37 3
CFBP 5722 Prunus persica Brazil 1991 37 3
CFBP 5723 Prunus sp. Uruguay NAg 15 3
CFBP 5724 Prunus amygdalus United States NA 15 3
CFBP 6653 Prunus persica France 2000 41 3
CFBP 7098 Prunus domestica Spain 2002 37 3
CFBP 7099 Prunus domestica Spain 2003 37 3
CFBP 7100 Prunus dulcis Spain 2006 37 3

X. arboricola pv.
corylina

CFBP 1159PT LMG 689, NCPPB 935 Corylus maxima United States 1939 2 2
CFBP 1846 Corylus avellana France 1975 10 2
CFBP 1847 Corylus avellana Algeria 1977 11
CFBP 1848 Corylus avellana United Kingdom 1977 12 2
CFBP 2565 Corylus avellana France 1985 17 2
CFBP 5956 Corylus avellana France 1979 2 2
CFBP 6101 Corylus avellana France 1979 2 2
CFBP 6600 Corylus avellana France 1977 40 2

X. arboricola pv.
juglandis

CFBP 176 Juglans regia France 1961 9
CFBP 2528Te LMG 747, NCPPB 411 Juglans regia New Zealand 1956 14 1
CFBP 2564e Juglans regia Italy 1985 16 1
CFBP 2568e Juglans regia Italy 1985 18 1
CFBP 2632 Juglans regia Spain 1984 19 1
CFBP 6557 Juglans regia Italy 1995 18 1
CFBP 7071 Juglans sp. Spain 1993 47 1
CFBP 7072 Juglans sp. Spain 1993 48 1
CFBP 7179e 12763 Juglans regia France 2002 6 1
CFBP 7244 Juglans regia France 1978 19 1
CFBP 7294e 12578 Juglans regia France 2001 3 1
CFBP 7296e 12581 Juglans regia France 2001 5 1
CFBP 8253e 12710 Juglans regia France 2002 8
CFBP 7295e 12580 Juglans regia France 2001 4 1
CFBP 7297e 12585 Juglans regia France 2001 6 1
CFBP 7298e 12588 Juglans regia France 2001 7 1
CFBP 7299e 12589 Juglans regia France 2001 6 1
CFBP 7300e 12709 Juglans regia France 2002 6 1
CFBP 7301e 12765 Juglans regia France 2003 6 1
CFBP 7302e 12770 Juglans regia France 2003 6 1
CFBP 7303e 12772 Juglans regia France 2003 6 1
CFBP 7304e 12780 Juglans regia France 2003 6 1
CFBP 8254e 12785 Juglans regia France 2003 6 1

X. arboricola pv.
celebensis

CFBP 3523PT LMG 677, NCPPB 1832 Musa acuminata New Zealand 1960 34
CFBP 7150 Musa acuminata New Zealand 1960 49

X. arboricola pv.
fragariae

CFBP 3548 PD 3164, LMG 19146. Fragaria sp. France 1986 35
CFBP 3549 PD 3160 Fragaria sp. France 1986 36
CFBP 6762 PD 2694 Fragaria � ananassa Italy NA 43
CFBP 6763 PD 2697 Fragaria � ananassa Italy NA 43
CFBP 6770 PD 2696, LMG 19144 Fragaria � ananassa Italy 1994 44
CFBP 6771PT PD 2780, LMG 19145 Fragaria � ananassa Italy NA 45
CFBP 6772 PD 2803 Fragaria � ananassa Italy NA 46

(Continued on following page)
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MLST analysis. MLST analysis was conducted using BioNumerics soft-
ware and the MLST plug-in (Applied Maths, Sint Maartens-Latem, Belgium).
For each locus, an allelic value was given to each unique sequence. Allelic
profiles or sequence types (STs) were defined as unique combinations of
seven allele numbers. STs were grouped in the same clonal complex if at least
five out of seven alleles at MLST loci were identical. Comparison of STs was
performed using a minimum spanning tree (MST).

Recombination analysis. The relative contributions of recombina-
tion and mutation to the polymorphism were estimated by the method
described by Feil et al. (46). Briefly, the method focuses on the initial
stages of diversification to limit homoplasy bias, and allelic comparisons
are therefore made only between STs belonging to the same clonal com-
plex. This analysis provides a lower estimation of the ratio of recombina-
tion to mutation (r/m), since single nucleotide changes are considered to

TABLE 1 (Continued)

Taxonomic
namea CFBP no.d Other collection no.f Host of isolation Geographic origin

Yr of
isolation ST CC

X. arboricola pv.
populi

CFBP 2113 Populus � interamericana The Netherlands 1980 13
CFBP 2666 Populus � interamericana France 1983 20
CFBP 2669 Populus � canadensis France 1987 21
CFBP 2983 Populus � canadensis Italy 1989 22
CFBP 2985 Populus � interamericana Belgium 1989 23
CFBP 2986 Populus � interamericana Belgium 1989 24 5
CFBP 3004 Populus � interamericana France 1989 25 5
CFBP 3121 Salix alba The Netherlands 1980 26 6
CFBP 3122 ICMP 9140 Salix alba The Netherlands 1980 27 6
CFBP 3123PT ICMP 8923, LMG 12141 Populus � canadensis The Netherlands 1979 28
CFBP 3124 ICMP 9367, LMG 9713 Populus � generosa New Zealand 1986 29 4
CFBP 3338 Populus � interamericana France 1991 30
CFBP 3342 Salix sp. New Zealand 1988 31 4
CFBP 3343 Populus sp. New Zealand 1988 32
CFBP 3344 Salix sp. New Zealand 1988 33
CFBP 3839 Populus deltoides Belgium 1984 23

X. arboricola pv.
arracaciaeb

CFBP 7403 IBSBF 946 Arracacia xanthorrhiza Brazil 1992 52 7
CFBP 7404 IBSBF 1198 Arracacia xanthorrhiza Brazil 1995 52 7
CFBP 7405 IBSBF 1199 Arracacia xanthorrhiza Brazil 1995 52 7
CFBP 7406 IBSBF 1666 Arracacia xanthorrhiza Brazil 2001 53 7
CFBP 7407PT NCPPB 2436 Arracacia xanthorrhiza Brazil 1969 52 7

X. arboricola pv.
guizotiaeb

CFBP 7408PT NCPPB 1932 Guizotia abyssinica Ethiopia �1966 54
CFBP 7409 NCPPB 1933 Guizotia abyssinica Ethiopia �1966 54

X. arboricola pv.
zantedeschiaeb

CFBP 7410PT NCPPB 2978 Zantedeschia aethiopica South Africa 1967 55
CFBP 7411 NCPPB 2099 Zantadeschia aethiopica South Africa 1966 55
CFBP 7412 NCPPB 4326 Zantedeschia aethiopica Taiwan, PRC 2002 56

X. arboricolac CFBP 7152 LMG 5402, ICMP 3279 Euphorbia pulcherrima New Zealand 1972 50
X. arboricolac CFBP 7154 Euphorbia pulcherrima New Zealand 1972 51
X. arboricolac CFBP 7278 LMG 8676, ICMP 7180 Euphorbia pulcherrima New Zealand 1980 51
X. arboricola CFBP 1022 Juglans regia France 1967 1
X. arboricola CFBP 4021 ICMP 8452 Magnolia sp. New Zealand 1983 38
X. arboricola CFBP 4023 ICMP 8457 Magnolia stellata New Zealand 1983 39
X. arboricola CFBP 6683 Allium cepa Cuba NA 42
X. arboricola CFBP 7413 NCPPB 3200 Chrysanthemum morifolium UK ex Kenya 1979 57
X. arboricola CFBP 7414 NCPPB 3218 Syzygium aromaticum Indonesia 1980 58
X. arboricola CFBP 7415 NCPPB 2856 Chrysanthemum morifolium The Netherlands 1975 59
X. arboricola CFBP 7416 NCPPB 2864 Chrysanthemum morifolium The Netherlands 1975 59
X. arboricola CFBP 7417 NCPPB 2865 Chrysanthemum morifolium The Netherlands 1975 60
X. arboricola CFBP 7418 NCPPB 2866 Chrysanthemum morifolium Netherlands 1975 60
X. arboricola CFBP 7419 NCPPB 1826 Prunus domestica UK 1966 61
a Taxonomic name as suggested by this study.
b Comb. nov.; strains formerly classified in X. campestris (Approved Lists 1980 [105]).
c Strain formerly classified as X. campestris pv. poinsettiicola type C (19).
d CFBP, CIRM-CFBP International Center for Microbial Resources—French Collection for Plant-Associated Bacteria, Angers, France. PT, pathotype strain.
e Strain of X. arboricola pv. juglandis used in the pathogenicity assays.
f ICMP, International Collection of Microorganisms from Plants, Auckland, New Zealand; LMG, BCCM/LMG Bacteria Collection, University of Ghent, Ghent, Belgium; NCPPB,
National Collection of Plant Pathogenic Bacteria, York, United Kingdom; ATCC, American Type Culture Collection, Manassas, VA; PD, Culture Collection of Plant Pathogenic
Bacteria, Plant Protection Service, Wageningen, The Netherlands. IBSBF, Culture Collection of Phytopathogenic Bacteria, Instituto Biologico, Campinas, SP, Brazil; no collection
abbreviation, bacterial collection, UMR1345 IRHS, Beaucouzé, France.
g NA, information not available.
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result from mutation and multiple nucleotide changes to result from re-
combinational imports.

Detection of potential recombinant sequences and identification of
likely parental sequences were carried out using a set of seven nonpara-
metric detection methods implemented in RDP (Recombination Detec-
tion Program) version 3.38 (47): RDP (48), Geneconv (49), MaxChi (50),
Chimaera (51), BootScan (52), SiScan (53), and 3Seq (54). The analysis
was performed with default settings for the different detection methods,
and the Bonferroni-corrected P value cutoff was set at 0.05. Recombina-
tion events were accepted when they were detected with at least three out
of the seven detection methods. Split networks were constructed with
SplitsTree4 V4.6 (55) software (available from http://www.splitstree.org),
using the Neighbor-Net algorithm. The splits network method provides a
more accurate representation of the data, since conflicting phylogenetic
signals that may result from poor data or recombination events are rep-
resented by a network structure.

Pathogenicity tests. Pathogenicity tests were conducted on Zantedes-
chia aethiopica, Euphorbia pulcherrima, and Juglans regia. Leaves of Z.
aethiopica were infiltrated with a bacterial suspension at 0.7 � 106 to 1.7 �
106 CFU/ml. Both sides of leaves of E. pulcherrima were wiped with ab-
sorbent paper soaked in a bacterial suspension at 0.7 � 107 to 1.2 � 107

CFU/ml. Infiltrations were performed in duplicate on two different
plants. Sterile water was used as a negative control. The plants were grown
in a climatic chamber under the following conditions: 28°C for 16 h with
daylight, 25°C for 8 h in the dark, and 95% relative humidity. The appear-
ance of symptoms was recorded 3, 7, and 10 days after inoculation. Five-
year-old trees from J. regia cv. Fernor and cv. Chandler were inoculated in
March 2007 as described by Hajri et al. (56). Eight trees per strain and
three inoculation points per tree were used. Sterile water and the non-

pathogenic strain CFBP 1022 were used as negative controls. Evolution of
symptoms was recorded 3, 4, and 8 months after inoculation.

Nucleotide sequence accession numbers. The GenBank accession
numbers for the partial sequences used in this study are as follows: for
atpD, KP669177 to KP669273; for dnaK, KP669274 to KP669370; for
efp, KP669371 to KP669467; for fyuA, KP669468 to KP669564; for glnA,
KP669565 to KP669661; for gyrB, KP669662 to KP669918; and for rpoD,
KP669919 to KP670175. Allele sequences have been deposited at the
PAMDB database (7).

RESULTS
High levels of nucleotide and allelic diversities within the X. ar-
boricola species. Considering the seven loci, including six house-
keeping genes (atpD, dnaK, efp, glnA, gyrB, and rpoD) and one
coding for a transmembrane protein (fyuA), 4,620 nucleotides
(nt) were sequenced for 97 strains of the core collection. These
strains are representative of the known diversity of X. arboricola
species, including pathotype strains currently classified in the spe-
cies. To validate the choice of the seven loci as appropriate phylo-
genetic markers for X. arboricola, descriptive statistics on nucleo-
tide and allelic diversities were calculated for each locus and for
the concatenated data set (Table 3). Insertions/deletions were
found only at the rpoD locus; they always corresponded to 3 bp or
multiples of 3 bp and thus did not modify the reading frame (data
not shown). The number of haplotypes ranged from 30 (efp) to 41
(rpoD), with haplotype diversity (Hd values) ranging from 0.89
(fyuA) to 0.946 (rpoD). The nonsynonymous- to synonymous-

TABLE 2 Primers for protein-coding-gene amplification and sequencing and consensus sequences used for trimming

Locus Primer namea Ta (°C)e Sequence (5=–3=)
Size of
amplicon (bp)

Consensus sequence
used for trimming

atpD P-X-ATPD-Fb 60 GGGCAAGATCGTTCAGAT 868 GAAGTGCCR
P-X-ATPD-Rb GCTCTTGGTCGAGGTGAT GCRGTSGGY

dnaK P-X-DNAK-Fb 60 GGTATTGACCTCGGCACCAC 1,034 RAKAACACY
P-X-DNAK-Rb ACCTTCGGCATACGGGTCT YTGGTCAAG

efp P-X-EFP-Fb 62 TCATCACCGAGACCGAATA 445 TAYCGCTTY
P-X-EFP-Rb TCCTGGTTGACGAACAGC CCSGCVACN

fyuA emifyuA3Fc 62 ACCATCGACATGGACTGGACC 963 GATTGCTGC
emifyuA4Rc GTCGCCGAACAGGTTCACC ATCGGCACM

glnA P-X-GLNA-Fb 60 ATCAAGGACAACAAGGTCG 1,094 GAYCCGGCC
P-X-GLNA-Rb GCGGTGAAGGTCAGGTAG GGYACCAAC

glnA GlnA-F2 60 TGTCCAGCAGCACATCACC 1,011
GlnA-R5 ATCGGGGAAGCGCATTTCGAT

gyrB X-gyrB1Fc ACGAGTACAACCCGGACAA 904 CACATCCGB
X-gyrB1Rc CCCATCARGGTGCTGAAGAT GCCGARCAG

rpoD emirpo11Fd 62 ATGGCCAACGAACGTCCTGC 1,313 GAAATGGGY
emirpo13Rd AACTTGTAACCGCGACGGTATTCG TTCATYCGY

rpoD rpoDX-SoF4 60 GGAGCAGATCGAAGACATCATCAGC 951
rpoDX-SoR6 CATCTCGATCGAGCCCTGC

a R, reverse primer; F, forward primer.
b According to Boudon et al. (66).
c According to Young et al. (4).
d According to Fargier et al. (27).
e Ta, annealing temperature for PCR.
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substitution rate ratios (dN/dS) were all far less than one, which is
consistent with strong selection against amino acid changes acting
on housekeeping genes. The highest dN/dS ratio (0.079) was ob-
tained for fyuA, which can be explained by the fact that this gene
codes for a transmembrane protein and may therefore be less con-
strained than the housekeeping genes. The lowest dN/dS ratio
(0.008) was observed for dnaK, which codes for a chaperone pro-
tein involved in chromosomal DNA replication. Thus, all the loci
appeared to be under purifying selection, as expected for genes
chosen for MLSA studies. The values for the neutrality tests of
Tajima (36) were not significant, and the hypothesis of neutrality
could not be rejected. The same result was obtained with the neu-
trality tests of Fu and Li (Fu and Li’s D* and Fu and Li’s F*)
(reference 37 and data not shown). Even if not significant, the
negative tendency of Tajima’s D values was in agreement with the
purifying selection detected with the dN/dS selection test.

Most pathovars form monophyletic clades within X. arbori-
cola based on MLSA. A clear clustering of the strains belonging to
the same pathovar was seen on the phylogenetic tree based on
concatenated sequences (Fig. 1). All strains of the pathovars pruni,
corylina, populi, guizotiae, and arracaciae formed monophyletic
groups supported by high bootstrap values (�82%). Strains of
pathovar juglandis also clustered in one monophyletic group,
which is, however, weakly supported by bootstrap analysis (55%),
due to two divergent strains, CFBP 176 and CFBP 8253, that bi-
furcated at the base of the cluster. The 21 remaining strains of
pathovar juglandis were grouped in a monophyletic cluster sup-
ported by a bootstrap value of 99%. Interestingly, the three most
economically significant pathovars (pruni, corylina, and juglan-
dis) were the most genetically related and form a monophyletic
cluster supported by a bootstrap value of 65%. The bootstrap
value reached 98% when strains CFBP 176 and CFBP 8253 were
omitted (data not shown). The strains of pathovar populi formed
a monophyletic cluster and were the most genetically distant from
the other strains of the species X. arboricola, with a mean genetic
distance of 2.6% 	 0.4%. The two strains of pathovar celebensis
did not cluster together, nor did the seven strains of pathovar
fragariae. The latter group were scattered on the phylogenetic tree
in two clusters and three isolated strains. Within the three strains
of pathovar zantedeschiae, the two strains from South Africa were

identical and did not cluster with the strain from Taiwan. Three
strains classified as X. campestris pv. poinsetticola type C were
included in this study. All of them fit in the X. arboricola cluster.
Two of them, CFBP 7154 and CFBP 7278, were identical at the
seven loci and did not cluster with the third strain, which is distant
from them (Fig. 1).

The strain CFBP 1022, isolated from J. regia, clustered far away
from the strains of pathovar juglandis. The pathogenicity test
demonstrated that the strain was not pathogenic on this host (see
Fig. 5) (56). A similar result was found for the strain CFBP 7419,
isolated from Prunus domestica, which did not cluster with the
strains of pathovar pruni. This strain was originally deposited at
the National Collection of Plant Pathogenic Bacteria (NCPPB)
(York, United Kingdom) (NCPPB 1826) by G. E. Jones as being
nonvirulent on plum fruitlets and without pathovar assignment.
Nine strains included in this study were previously poorly charac-
terized: the main associated data were the host of isolation (Mag-
nolia spp., Allium cepa, and Chrysanthemum morifolium), and no
information was available about their pathogenicity. These strains
never fell in the clusters formed by the pathogenic strains and were
poorly related to them.

This clear correspondence between phylogenetic clustering
and pathovar classification was not supported by phylogenetic
trees based on individual loci (see Fig. S1 in the supplemental
material). An SH test was performed on ML trees derived from
single loci and from the concatenated data set. Among all the
combinations tested (Table 4), no tree topologies were signifi-
cantly congruent (P � 0.05) with each other. Thus, no gene re-
called the same phylogenetic history and no locus had the same
evolutionary history as the one deduced from the concatenated
data set. These observed incongruences might be explained by a high
level of recombination that shuffles the phylogenetic signal or by the
fact that each individual locus does not harbor enough phylogenetic
information. It should be noted that all the phylogenetic trees (based
on a single locus and multiple loci) were poorly resolved, since they
exhibited low bootstrap values at deep and intermediate branches
(Fig. 1; see Fig. S1 in the supplemental material).

Phylogenetic identification of X. arboricola pathovars based
on gyrB and rpoD sequences. In order to propose a reduced
MLSA scheme to identify the pathovars of X. arboricola, a neigh-

TABLE 3 Descriptive statistics for polymorphism at the seven loci among 97 strains of X. arboricola

Locus Length (nt) GC% Sa Hapb Hdc ��d �e Tajima’s Df dNg dSh dN/dS

atpD 750 64.1 77 37 0.934 0.01381 0.01995 �1.00444 0.00090 0.051630 0.017
dnaK 759 62.3 90 36 0.911 0.01514 0.02304 �1.12679 0.00052 0.06104 0.008
efp 339 64.9 28 30 0.9 0.00961 0.01605 �1.21563 0.00143 0.03742 0.037
fyuA 753 64.9 90 35 0.89 0.01929 0.02322 �0.55655 0.00507 0.06189 0.079
glnA 675 64.4 50 35 0.933 0.00894 0.01439 �1.20758 0.00054 0.03548 0.015
gyrB 735 67.5 89 40 0.902 0.01773 0.02353 �0.78361 0.00179 0.0622 0.028
rpoD 609 64.8 70 41 0.946 0.01681 0.02244 �0.81633 0.00143 0.06283 0.022
Concati 4,620 64.7 494 61 0.973 0.01492 0.02079 �0.9601 0.00171 0.05485 0.03
a S, number of polymorphic sites.
b Hap, number of haplotypes.
c Hd, measurement of haplotype diversity.
d ��, Tajima’s estimate of nucleotide diversity per site.
e �w, Watterson’s estimate of the nucleotide diversity from S per site.
f Tajima’s D, neutrality test of Tajima (36) calculated using the total number of segregating sites; all values are not significant (P � 0.1).
g dN, average number of pairwise differences at nonsynonymous sites.
h dS, average number of pairwise differences at synonymous sites.
i Concat, data representing the results obtained using a maximum-likelihood tree determined with the concatenated sequences of the seven loci.
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bor-joining phylogenetic tree based on the concatenation of gyrB
and rpoD sequences was analyzed (see Fig. S2A in the supplemen-
tal material). The gyrB gene was chosen because it has been used in
previous studies on Xanthomonas diversity (4, 25, 27, 28, 57) and
is becoming the reference for species phylogenetic identification
within the genus. The rpoD gene was selected based on its high
haplotype diversity measure in order to increase the discrimina-
tion between isolates (Table 3). These two genes are also used by
CIRM-CFBP (http://www6.inra.fr/cirm_eng/CFBP-Plant-Associated
-Bacteria) for authentication of the Xanthomonas resources at the
species level. Using this simplified approach on the core collec-
tion, all strains of the pathovars pruni, populi, and arracaciae still
formed independent monophyletic clusters (see Fig. S2A in the
supplemental material). The reduced MLSA scheme is thus robust
enough to identify these pathovars. The eight strains of pathovar
corylina were split into two distant groups. These two groups were
already identified in the complete MLSA scheme as two closely
related subgroups forming a monophyletic group. For pathovar
corylina, it is thus recommended to use at least two reference
strains from the two clusters for phylogenetic identification, and
we suggest using the pathotype strain CFBP 1159 and strain CFBP
2565. Strains of pathovar juglandis did not form a monophyletic
cluster based on the two genes. Most strains of this pathovar clus-
tered in a strongly supported monophyletic group (91% bootstrap
value) together with strains of the pathovar pruni and one of the
two subgroups of pathovar corylina. Within this group, strains of
pathovar juglandis did not form a monophyletic subgroup. The
two remaining strains, including the pathotype strain CFBP 2528,
were scattered in the tree. As a consequence, strains of pathovar
juglandis cannot be identified with this reduced MLSA scheme.
The reduced scheme is useful to discriminate the quarantine
pathovars pruni and corylina from the other strains, which cannot
be achieved using only gyrB sequences, since strains from the
pathovars juglandis, pruni, and corylina share the same gyrB allele
(see Fig. S1 and Table S2 in the supplemental material).

Furthermore, this approach was used to type the collection of
X. arboricola strains from CIRM-CFBP (i.e., 257 strains, including
the core collection). Compared to the core collection from this
study, the additional strains represented 71 strains of pathovar
pruni, 48 strains of pathovar corylina, 15 strains of pathovar jug-
landis, 24 strains of pathovar populi, and 2 strains of X. campestris
pv. poinsettiicola type C (see Table S1 in the supplemental mate-
rial). No additional clusters were revealed on the phylogenetic tree
based on the concatenation of gyrB and rpoD for this data set (see
Fig. S2B in the supplemental material) compared to the one using
the core collection. In addition, since strains of each pathovar
clustered with their corresponding reference strains from the core
collection, it can be concluded that the core collection represents
the pathovar diversity within the species X. arboricola based on the
current CIRM-CFBP collection.

Interspecies recombination was detected at the rpoD and
atpD loci. Analysis of phylogenetic trees based on single loci re-

FIG 1 Maximum-likelihood tree of 97 X. arboricola strains based on the con-
catenated set of seven partial sequences (atpD, dnaK, efp, fyuA, glnA, gyrB, and
rpoD), representing a total of 4,620 bp, constructed with PhyML. The tree was
rooted with X. campestris pv. campestris CFBP 5241. The confidence of the

nodes was estimated with 1,000 bootstrap replicates. Bootstrap values under
50 are not shown. The scale bar indicates the number of nucleotide substitu-
tions per site. Black circle, pathovar pruni; white square, pathovar corylina;
black triangle, pathovar juglandis; black diamond, pathovar celebensis; white
diamond, pathovar arracaciae; black inverted triangle, pathovar zantedes-
chiae; white triangle, pathovar fragariae; white circle, pathovar guizotiae; black
square, pathovar populi.
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vealed strains with abnormally long branches (see Fig. S1 in the
supplemental material). The first example is the case of strains
CFBP 7408 and CFPB 7409 of pathovar guizotiae in the atpD
phylogenetic tree. These strains were more distant from all other
X. arboricola strains than from the out-group strain (X. campestris
CFBP 5241). This topology could be explained by interspecies
recombination. A phylogenetic tree was constructed with the atpD
partial sequences from strains representing the whole genus diver-
sity (Fig. 2) to identify the origin of the allele. This tree clearly
showed that the atpD allele from CFBP 7408 and CFBP 7409 is
genetically distant from those of X. arboricola and more closely
related to atpD alleles from other Xanthomonas species. The donor
of this atpD allele could not be identified, since the allele of patho-
var guizotiae formed a distinct branch comparable to the other
Xanthomonas sp. branches. A similar situation was observed for
the rpoD alleles of strains from X. arboricola pv. populi. The com-
mon ancestor of pathovar populi strains might have acquired its
rpoD allele outside X. arboricola. Again, the donor of this allele
could not be identified in our data set representing all of the de-
scribed Xanthomonas species (data not shown).

Economically significant pathovars are clonal complexes.
The sequence data set was analyzed using MLST (9). Unlike in
MLSA, the number of nucleotide differences between alleles is not
taken into account in MLST, since alleles may evolve by recombi-
nation and acquire several nucleotide differences in a single event.
This approach is appropriate for microevolution studies and is
widely used to identify hypervirulent lineages in clinical bacteri-
ology. These epidemic populations are identified as clonal com-
plexes made up of closely related STs (typically, groups of strains
with six or five alleles out of seven in common). Sixty-one STs and
seven clonal complexes were identified among the 97 X. arboricola
strains (Table 1; see Tables S2 and S3 in the supplemental mate-
rial). A minimum spanning tree of MLST data was generated to
illustrate the presence of numerous singleton STs and the relation-
ships between STs within the clonal complexes (Fig. 3). Clonal
complexes were detected in the pathovars pruni, corylina, juglan-
dis, arracaciae, and populi. These clonal complexes always encom-
passed strains from a single pathovar. The 17 strains of pathovar
pruni were allocated to a single clonal complex (CC3) composed
of a high-frequency ST (ST37) shared by 12 strains isolated on
three continents between 1953 and 2006 and two single locus vari-
ants. Within pathovar corylina, the eight strains (isolated in the
United State, France, and the United Kingdom from 1939 to
1985), except the strain isolated in Algeria, were included in CC2,

which encompassed five STs. Within the pathovar juglandis, 21
strains representing 11 STs were grouped in a single CC (CC1) and
two strains remained outside the CC. The five strains of the patho-
var arracaciae isolated in Brazil over a period of 30 years were
grouped in CC7. In contrast, among the 16 strains of pathovar
populi, 10 appeared as singletons. The six remaining strains were
split into three pairs of closely related STs, corresponding to CC4,
CC5, and CC6. No clonal complexes were identified in pathovar
fragariae despite the use of seven strains isolated in Italy and
France on which the original description of the pathovar was
based (20). These data indicate that the three major pathovars
responsible for important economic losses, pathovars pruni, co-
rylina, and juglandis, correspond to pandemic lineages able to
maintain themselves over decades and to spread over continents.
Among them, pathovar pruni is almost monomorphic and patho-
var juglandis is the most polymorphic. In contrast, other patho-
vars, like pathovars fragariae and populi, are composed of dis-
tantly related strains, even if the collection included several strains
isolated from the same country at the same period.

Contrasting contributions of recombination and mutation
in X. arboricola pathovars. We attempted to estimate the role of
recombination in the diversification of strains using the
method suggested by Guttman and Dykhuizen (58) and de-
scribed by Feil et al. (46). The principle of this method is to
focus on variations between STs within clonal complexes to
avoid homoplasy bias. Very different patterns of strain diver-
sification were found between pathovars. Within CC3 (patho-
var pruni) and CC7 (pathovar arracaciae), allelic differences
between typical clonal alleles and variant alleles were only sin-
gle nucleotide changes and thus are considered to have been
brought about by mutation. In contrast, in each of the three
CCs (CC4, CC5, and CC6) of pathovar populi, allelic differ-
ences always corresponded to multiple nucleotide changes and
were thus considered recombinational imports. Within patho-
vars juglandis and corylina, the estimated ratios of recombina-
tion to mutation (r/m) were 4.5:1 and 0.25:1, respectively. For
the whole data set, the estimated r/m was 1.5:1 and the esti-
mated per site r/m parameter was 10.2, which means that a site
would have 10 times more chance to change due to recombi-
nation than to change by mutation. Recombination events
were seen at all loci.

The RDP package was used to detect recombination events in
the sequence data set. Recombination events were accepted if they
were recognized by at least three detection methods out of seven.

TABLE 4 P values determined using the Shimodaira-Hasegawa test on tree topologies run on each of the maximum-likelihood trees based on the
seven loci and on the concatenated sequences

Locus

P valuea

atpD dnaK efp fyuA glnA gyrB rpoD Concatb

atpD 0.000 0.002 (0.011) 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
dnaK 0.000 0.001 (0.002) 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
efp 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
fyuA 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
glnA 0.000 0.000 0.000 (0.001) 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
gyrB 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
rpoD 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Concat 0.016 (0.048) 0.035 (0.049) 0.016 (0.026) 0.003 (0.004) 0.028 (0.077) 0.003 (0.001) 0.002 (0.000)
a The values in parentheses correspond to SH tests performed on a data set excluding CFBP 7408 and CFBP 7409.
b Concat, data representing the results obtained using a maximum-likelihood tree determined with the concatenated sequences of the seven loci.
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No significant recombination event was detected in single loci. Six
recombination events were detected among the 61 sequence types
using the concatenated data set. These events affected strains from
the pathovars populi, juglandis, pruni, guizotiae, and fragariae
and strain CFBP 4021.

Incongruences between phylogenies based on individual
loci, estimation of the relative contributions of recombination
and mutation by the method of Feil et al. (46), and the detec-
tion of recombination events with the RDP package suggested
the importance of recombination in the diversification of X.

arboricola strains. We therefore used split graphs to represent ST
relationships and to highlight conflicting signals that may be
brought about by recombination (Fig. 4). Important reticulations
were found on the graphs of each individual locus. On the graph
based on the concatenated data set, important reticulations were
observed between STs belonging to pathovars juglandis and po-
puli, which is in accordance with the predominant role of recom-
bination in allele diversification found in these pathovars using
the method of Feil et al. (46). A striking observation is the clear
separation of strains of pathovar populi from the rest of the X.

FIG 2 NJ tree of 41 strains representative of 25 species described in the genus Xanthomonas based on partial nucleotide sequences of atpD. The confidence of the
nodes was estimated with 1,000 bootstrap replicates. The scale bar indicates the number of nucleotide substitutions per site. Black diamonds highlight the X.
arboricola strains that might have acquired their atpD allele through interspecies recombination.
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arboricola species and the differentiation of two groups within the
pathovar. The first included all strains from New Zealand and two
strains isolated in the Netherlands from Salix alba, and the second
group encompassed European strains from France, Belgium, the
Netherlands, and Italy isolated from Populus. The two strains of
pathovar guizotiae (ST54) had an intermediate position between
the core of X. arboricola and strains of pathovar populi.

Pathogenicity tests. The three strains CFBP 7410PT (pathotype
strain), CFBP 7411, and CFBP 7412 from pathovar zantedeschiae
were pathogenic on Z. aethiopica. Water-soaked necrosis sur-
rounded by a yellow chlorotic halo appeared 3 days postinocula-
tion (p.i.) and became larger and darker or collapsed at 7 days p.i.,
while no symptoms were observed on the negative control (Fig. 5).
Strains CFBP 7152, CFBP 7154, and CFBP 7278, formerly classi-

FIG 3 Minimum spanning tree from MLST data for 97 X. arboricola strains representing 61 STs divided into seven CCs and 34 singleton STs constructed by
BioNumerics (AppliedMaths, Belgium). Each circle represents an ST, and the frequency of the ST is correlated with the size of the circle. Clonal complexes are
defined as STs that differ by one or two loci and are highlighted by a colored background. Each pathovar is represented by a different color: purple, pathovar
pruni; red, pathovar corylina; green, pathovar juglandis; violet, pathovar fragariae; blue, pathovar populi; pale purple, pathovar arracaciae; gray, pathovar
guizotiae; navy, pathovar zantedeschiae; faded blue, no pathovar assignment.
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FIG 4 Split networks for each individual locus and for the concatenated set of the seven loci. ST numbers (as defined in Table 1; see Table S2 in the supplemental
material) are indicated at the branch tips.
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fied as X. campestris pv. poinsettiicola type C, were inoculated on
E. pulcherrima. Strain CFBP 7277PT of X. axonopodis pv. poinset-
tiicola was used as a positive control. Only faint and rare buff-colored
water-soaked lesions were observed at 10 days p.i. for strains CFBP
7152, CFBP 7154, and CFBP 7278, whereas numerous dark water-
soaked spots that coalesced were observed for strain CFBP 7277PT

(Fig. 5). Seventeen strains representing the diversity of pathovar jug-
landis were inoculated on the trunks of 5-year-old trees (Table 1).
Typical symptoms of vertical oozing canker (VOC) (an open scar
with exudate staining the bark and trunk deformations) were ob-
served 4 months after inoculation for strains from ST3, ST4, and ST6.
In contrast, healing was observed for trees inoculated with strains
from ST5, ST7, ST8, ST14, ST16, and ST18.

TAXONOMY
Emended description of Xanthomonas arboricola Vauterin et
al. 1995. The description is the same as that for the genus, and
biochemical discriminative characters are reported in the original
description (19). The following pathovars are distinguished on the
basis of phytopathogenicity specialization: X. arboricola pv. arra-
caciae comb. nov., X. arboricola pv. celebensis, X. arboricola pv.
corylina, X. arboricola pv. fragariae, X. arboricola pv. guizotiae
comb. nov., X. arboricola pv. juglandis, X. arboricola pv. populi, X.
arboricola pv. pruni, and X. arboricola pv. zantedeschiae comb.
nov. Strains of the pathovars corylina, juglandis, and pruni are
classified as quarantine pests in many countries. In contrast,
strains of pathovars fragariae and populi are considered sapro-
phytic strains or opportunistic pathogens (21, 59). X. arboricola
also includes strains that are not classified as pathovars. Pathogenic
strains on Zizyphus jujuba (60), Capsicum annum (61), and Vitis

vinifera (62) have been described without pathovar description.
Strains isolated from diverse host plants (E. pulcherrima, Magnolia
spp., A. cepa, C. morifolium, and Syzygium aromaticum) without
known pathogenicity and strains from J. regia and P. domestica
that are nonpathogenic on their hosts of isolation are included in
the species. The type strain is CFBP 2528T 
 LMG 747T 
 NCPPB
411T 
 ICMP 35T 
 ATCC 49083T.

Description of Xanthomonas arboricola pv. arracaciae
comb. nov. Xanthomonas arboricola pv. arracaciae (ar.ra.ca.ci=ae
N.L. fem. gen. arracaciae of Arracacia, the generic name of the
plant from which the strains were isolated).

The basonym is Xanthomonas campestris pv. arracaciae (Pe-
reira et al. 1971) Dye 1978 (22, 63). The description is the same as
the original (22). Phylogeny based on partial sequencing of atpD,
dnaK, efp, fyuA, glnA, gyrB, and rpoD discriminates this pathovar
as a monophyletic group from other strains of X. arboricola. The
pathotype strain is CFBP 7407PT 
 NCPPB 2436PT 
 ICMP
3158PT 
 LMG 536PT 
 Pereira SBF-913PT.

Description of Xanthomonas arboricola pv. guizotiae comb.
nov. Xanthomonas arboricola pv. guizotiae (gui.zo.ti=ae N.L. fem.
gen. guizotiae of Guizotia, the generic name of the plant from
which the strains were isolated).

The basonym is Xanthomonas campestris pv. guizotiae (Yirgou
1964) Dye 1978 (23, 63). The description is the same as the origi-
nal (23). Phylogeny based on partial sequencing of atpD, dnaK,
efp, fyuA, glnA, gyrB, and rpoD discriminates the original strains
isolated in Ethiopia as a unique private sequence type. The patho-
type strain is CFBP 7408PT 
 NCPPB 1932PT 
 ICPB XG102PT 

ICMP 5734PT 
 LMG 731PT 
 Yirgou I-1PT.

FIG 5 Symptoms observed after artificial inoculation on J. regia (A), Z. aethiopica (B), and E. pulcherrima (C).
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Description of Xanthomonas arboricola pv. zantedeschiae
comb. nov. Xanthomonas arboricola pv. zantedeschiae (zan.te.de.
schi=ae N.L. fem. gen. zantedeschiae of Zantedeschia, the generic
name of the plant from which the strains were isolated).

The basonym is Xanthomonas campestris pv. zantedeschiae
(Joubert and Truter 1972) Dye 1978 (24, 63). Partial sequencing of
atpD, dnaK, efp, fyuA, glnA, gyrB, and rpoD discriminates two
polyphyletic sequence types for strains isolated in South Africa
and Taiwan, respectively. The pathotype strain is CFBP 7410PT 

NCPPB 2978PT 
 LMG 9059PT 
 ICMP 2372PT.

DISCUSSION

In this study, an MLSA-MLST analysis based on the sequencing of
seven protein-coding genes of a collection representative of the
known diversity of X. arboricola has contributed valuable infor-
mation about the genetic structure of the species, which is respon-
sible for several emerging diseases that are currently on the
increase worldwide (16, 17, 56, 64, 65). This is the first compre-
hensive study of X. arboricola that encompasses representative
strains of all the pathovars currently classified in the species, as
well as strains from diverse hosts without pathovar affiliation that
were allocated to the species based on partial gyrB sequencing
(25). Pathogenicity tests of most of the strains studied were previ-
ously published either in pathovar descriptions or in comprehen-
sive studies (22, 23, 56, 66–68) and are supplemented with the
results from this study.

The MLSA-MLST scheme revealed clustering according to
pathovar classification for most pathovars. Among them, the
pathovars pruni, corylina, and juglandis, which are responsible for
the three most economically important diseases due to X. arbori-
cola, bacterial spot of stone fruit trees, bacterial blight of hazelnut,
and walnut blight (16, 69), respectively, corresponded to three
different clonal complexes. These pathovars are classified as quar-
antine pests in many countries (https://www.ippc.int/countries
/regulatedpests/). Strains of pathovar populi also clustered in a
monophyletic group. However, unlike the highly pathogenic
pathovars pruni, corylina, and juglandis, this monophyletic group
did not correspond to a unique clonal complex, since it encom-
passed highly divergent genotypes. The pathovar is responsible for
bark necrosis of poplar (70), a disease mostly found on 1-year-old
shoots and “not considered serious” by Haworth and Spiers (59),
who qualified it as an “opportunistic pathogen.”

In contrast, strains that did not cluster according to their host
of isolation corresponded to nonpathogenic strains (CFBP 1022
from J. regia and CFBP 7419 from P. domestica); to poorly char-
acterized strains previously classified in X. arboricola without
pathovar affiliation; and to strains from the pathovars fragariae,
celebensis, and zantedeschiae. These strains exhibited numerous
unrelated STs.

The genetic heterogeneity of strains of pv. fragariae was previ-
ously shown using multilocus sequencing and matrix-assisted la-
ser desorption ionization–time of flight mass spectrometry
(MALDI-TOF MS) profiling (21). Furthermore, the authors were
unable to reproduce symptoms for the 13 strains of the pathovar,
although eight of them were used in the original description of the
pathovar (20). Seven of these eight strains were included in this
study. They also showed that most strains of the pathovar lack
genes from the type III secretion system, the major pathogenicity
determinant of xanthomonads. These results were confirmed in
our hands (results not shown). It should also be observed that

when symptoms were recorded, a long time (more than 1 month)
was necessary from inoculation to symptom observation, indicat-
ing low aggressiveness, if any (20, 71). Our results support the
hypothesis of Vandroemme et al. (21) that strains of pathovar
fragariae represent “common plant residents,” as should be the
case for strains isolated from diverse hosts for which no pathovar
affiliation is available.

The disease caused by pathovar celebensis is of minor inci-
dence compared to Xanthomonas wilt of banana and enset due to
X. campestris pv. musacearum. Almost no report of this disease
has been documented (72), and the two strains studied were the
only ones found in public culture collections.

The pathovar zantedeschiae is also a seldom-recorded patho-
var (72, 73). The strain from Taiwan did not cluster with the
original strains isolated in South Africa. but all of them were
pathogenic on Z. aethiopica (Fig. 5) (73), and consequently,
pathovar zantedeschiae should be considered a polyphyletic
pathovar.

Thus, within X. arboricola, the pathogenic potential seems to
be inversely correlated with the genetic diversity. The highly
pathogenic strains that are responsible for pandemics in a defined
host range and that are classified as a quarantine pests in many
countries are clustered in clonal complexes. In contrast, strains
with no, mild, or uncertain pathogenicity were represented by
numerous unrelated singletons scattered in the phylogenic tree.

The numerous singletons and phylogenetic incongruences
may be explained by frequent recombination (74). The r/m ratio
was calculated using the method of Feil et al. (46). We found a
ratio of 1.5:1, which means that recombination is slightly more
frequent than mutation in X. arboricola. Similar values were re-
trieved in X. campestris by the same method (27) and in X. ax-
onopodis with ClonalFrame (28, 75). At the nucleotidic level, the
estimated per site r/m parameter in X. arboricola was 10.2. This
ratio is 1.5 to 3 times higher than those previously estimated
within other Xanthomonas species (27, 28) but far lower than
those estimated in some human pathogens (76). A striking feature
is the differences in r/m observed between pathovars. Within the
pathovars pruni and arracaciae, all allelic variations were exclu-
sively point mutations. Conversely, all allelic variants compared
within pathovar populi clonal complexes resulted from recombi-
nation events. Contrasting recombination patterns between lin-
eages were previously observed in X. axonopodis (28) and between
phylotypes and clades of Ralstonia solanacearum (77). More data
are needed to understand if these disparities are linked to differing
ecological adaptations. Interspecies recombination at atpD and
rpoD loci was also detected in our data set for strains belonging to
pathovars guizotiae and populi, respectively. The occurrence of
interspecies homologous recombination at housekeeping gene
loci was previously revealed in other bacterial species (78, 79). Our
data support a predominant role of intra- and interspecies recom-
bination in shaping the genetic diversity of X. arboricola. May-
nard-Smith et al. (74, 80) defined several evolutionary models for
bacterial populations, from clonal to panmictic. One of these
models, referred to as the “epidemic bacterial population struc-
ture,” consists of a background network of recombining strains
from which emerge clusters of frequently closely related geno-
types. Our data suggest an epidemic population structure for X.
arboricola with the three major pathovars as epidemic clones. To
validate this hypothesis, population genetics studies, including
nonpathogenic Xanthomonas strains (81) and strains from non-
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agricultural ecosystems, are needed to better characterize the
background network and to decipher the evolutionary forces re-
sponsible for the structuring and diversification of X. arboricola.

Despite frequent recombination, the emergence of clonal com-
plexes and some phylogenetic signals were still detectable. The ML
phylogenetic tree and the split tree based on the concatenated data
set suggested a common phylogenetic origin of the three major
pathovars pruni, corylina, and juglandis. The genetic relatedness
between these pathovars was previously shown by repetitive ex-
tragenic palindromic PCR (rep-PCR) (71, 82), although a com-
mon origin was not clear. DNA-DNA hybridizations revealed very
high levels of genomic relatedness between them compared to
other X. arboricola strains (19). A common origin is also sup-
ported by their highly similar repertoires of T3Es (29): strains
from the pathovars pruni, corylina, and juglandis had 10 T3Es in
common that were not retrieved in other strains. These three
pathogens are responsible for very similar symptoms on their re-
spective hosts and share numerous biological traits (12, 69). Fi-
nally, all of them were first described in the United States at the
beginning of the 20th century (11, 13, 83). MLSA data from this
study, similar repertoires of virulence-associated genes, compara-
ble symptoms, and historical reports suggest a common origin of
the three major pathovars that attack stone and nut fruit trees.
Comparative and population genomics will help to validate this
hypothesis and to elucidate the evolutionary events that have led
to the emergence of these threatening tree pathogens. Within
Pseudomonas syringae, phylogenetic clades made up of only tree
pathogens have also been observed (84, 85), suggesting a sequen-
tial adaptation, with the bacterial adaptation to tree biology being
the first step that occurs before host specialization. Comparative
genomics might decipher common adaptive traits of tree patho-
gens.

Among these three major pathogens, strains of pathovar pruni
are almost monomorphic, which is characteristic of highly patho-
genic strains. Isolated over a 50-year period from seven Prunus
species and in 10 countries on three continents, these strains clus-
tered in only one major ST (ST37) and two single locus variants.
This result confirms the genetic homogeneity of this pathovar
previously shown by amplified fragment length polymorphism
(AFLP) and the identity of the founder genotype, which could be
responsible for the pandemic observed since the 1950s (66).
Strains of pathovar pruni are characterized by the presence of the
ubiquitous plasmid pXap41, which is absent in other X. arboricola
pathovars (86). Acquisition of this plasmid, which carries putative
virulence-associated genes, might be responsible for the host spec-
ificity and pathoadaptation of this aggressive pest and might ex-
plain its worldwide expansion. Because MLST could distinguish
only three different STs among a collection representing the di-
versity of the pathogen, it is recommended that a more discrimi-
native method for detailed epidemiological studies be used, e.g.,
the multilocus variable number of tandem repeats analysis scheme
recently developed by Cesbron et al. (87) for X. arboricola patho-
vars.

Strains of pathovar corylina were slightly more polymorphic
than strains of pathovar pruni, even if the host and geographical
origins of the strains were less diverse. Most of the strains studied
were isolated in France in the 1970s during the first epidemic of
hazelnut bacterial blight in that country (88). MLST analysis
showed that all the French isolates from this outbreak were iden-
tical to the pathotype strain from Oregon, where the disease was

first described (12, 83), or to single locus variants of the original
strain. This result is in accordance with the observations that the
first symptoms of the disease were detected in production or-
chards established with imported material from Oregon and that
some material in the first two infected nurseries originated in the
United States (88). These results support the hypothesis of an
introduction of pathovar corylina in France from the United
States. Contrary to results obtained by rep-PCR (67, 68), MLSA-
MLST show that the pathotype strain, CFBP 1159, clusters with
other pathovar corylina strains, including the strains isolated in
Poland from the recent outbreak (68). Moreover, the sequences of
gyrB, rpoD, and fyuA obtained from this strain were 100% identi-
cal to those published for the same strain preserved at NCPPB
(NCPPB 935) and ICMP (ICMP 5726). Thus, the pathotype strain
of X. arboricola pv. corylina is representative of the pathovar. Bac-
terial blight of hazelnut is currently spreading worldwide, and
severe outbreaks were reported during the last decade (16).
MLSA-MLST would be a method of choice for a comprehensive
study to identify the STs responsible for these recent epidemics
and to decipher the genetic relationships between older and recent
isolates.

Among the three major pathovars of X. arboricola, pathovar
juglandis is the most polymorphic, which is in accordance with
previous observations (56, 89–91). Strains of the pathovar are re-
sponsible for walnut blight and VOC, a disease that appeared in
French walnut orchards in the early 2000s (56, 92). MLST and
pathogenicity tests showed that only a few closely related sequence
types within the pathovar juglandis clonal complex are able to
cause typical VOC symptoms, confirming the previous results of
Hajri et al. (56) based on fluorescent AFLP (f-AFLP). The VOC
strains could be differentiated from other strains of pathovar jug-
landis by the presence of xopB and the absence of xopAH (32).
These results indicate a nested microevolution process where fur-
ther specialized clones emerge from a group of strains that is al-
ready the result of a host adaptation. Remarkably, two other bac-
terial pathogens responsible for severe canker diseases emerged in
the 2000s: P. syringae pv. aesculi on European horse chestnut and
P. syringae pv. actinidiae on kiwi fruit. A pattern comparable to the
one in this study is seen with epidemic clonal strains responsible
for canker symptoms, whereas phylogenetically related strains can
only cause leaf damage (84, 85). Comparative genomics will pro-
vide clues about the evolutionary mechanisms underlying these
adaptation processes and potential common functions of patho-
gens of woody hosts.

These three pathovars are currently spreading, and fast and
accurate diagnostic protocols are needed (16, 17, 64, 93). We
showed that an MLST scheme based on seven housekeeping genes
is a powerful tool to identify the pathovars and to accurately dis-
tinguish these dangerous isolates responsible for pandemics from
strains of minor importance for plant health. Based on our data
set, the reduced MLSA scheme using gyrB and rpoD, combined
with the use of pathotype and reference strains, provided enough
information to identify the two European Union quarantine
pathovars pruni and corylina. Using only the gyrB locus to identify
pathogens of stone and nut fruit trees, as suggested by Parkinson
and Elphinstone (94), is not accurate, since (i) 27 strains from
these three pathovars share the same gyrB3 allele and (ii) two
strains of pathovar juglandis (including the pathotype, CFBP
2528) have divergent gyrB alleles. For identification at the species
level when only one housekeeping gene is used as a phylogenetic
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marker, caution should be taken, because interspecies recombina-
tion may occur, and the use of atpD and rpoD loci alone should be
avoided.

Among the strains of the heterogeneous part of X. arboricola,
the 23 strains of pathovar populi were highly divergent. This
raised the question of their affiliation with the species. Divergence
of X. arboricola pv. populi from the rest of the species was already
observed with other molecular methods (19, 82), but all of these
studies used only one strain of the pathovar. We show here that all
the strains of pathovar populi formed a monophyletic cluster at
the root of X. arboricola. These strains were characterized by the
important role of recombination in their diversification process,
and all the strains harbored an rpoD allele brought about by inter-
species recombination, which explains their atypical phylogenetic
position in a previous study (32). It has been previously shown
that MLSA provides an accurate framework for species delinea-
tion within Xanthomonas, and the proposed threshold, equivalent
to the 70% values of DNA-DNA hybridization, was sequence sim-
ilarity of 96% (4). Strains sharing similarities higher than 99%
could be classified in the same species without ambiguity (4).
When rpoD was excluded from the data set, the mean similarity
between strains of pathovar populi and other X. arboricola strains
was 97.6%, and the mean similarities within groups were 98.9%
and 98.7%. The mean similarity within X. arboricola, including
pathovar populi, was 98.5%. These values correspond to the lower
boundary of the species definition. Young et al. (4) suggested that
such values (96 to 99%) correspond to the subspecies threshold. A
polyphasic approach is needed, which could include determina-
tion of average nucleotide identity (ANI) using genomic data,
population genetics, and phenotyping to determine if strains of X.
arboricola pv. populi should be elevated to the species or subspe-
cies level.

Strains of X. campestris pv. poinsettiicola, the causal agent of
bacterial leaf spot of poinsettia, were reclassified into three species:
Xanthomonas codiaei, X. arboricola, and X. axonopodis (19). The
pathotype strain, isolated in India, where the disease was first de-
scribed (95), is referred to as X. axonopodis pv. poinsettiicola. No
pathovar description or pathotype strain designation was pro-
posed for strains assigned to X. arboricola (19). As a result, “X.
arboricola pv. poinsettiicola” is an invalid name (96). Five strains
reclassified in X. arboricola (19, 97) were included in this study.
These strains, isolated in two localities in New Zealand in 1972 and
1980, were interspersed in three phylogenetic positions. This ge-
netic heterogeneity reflected that previously observed with rep-
PCR profiles (97). Bacterial leaf spot of poinsettia is an emerging
disease in Europe and Asia (98). All the strains isolated from the
recent outbreaks in Norway, Slovenia, Italy, Taiwan, and China
were identified as X. axonopodis pv. poinsettiicola using appropri-
ate methods (97, 99–102). This taxon is a quarantine pest in Eu-
rope (98). The pathogenicity tests conducted in this study with
three strains of X. arboricola isolated from poinsettia revealed faint
water-soaked symptoms on poinsettia leaves compared to those
obtained with CFBP 7277, the pathotype strain of X. axonopodis
pv. poinsettiicola (Fig. 5). This situation is similar to the one de-
scribed above for pathovar fragariae (21) and to the one reported
by Sawada et al. (62) for grapevine isolates classified in X. arbori-
cola. These authors concluded that “the causal bacterium was a
genetically heterogeneous complex of opportunistic pathogens
with weak pathogenicity” and did not propose a new pathovar
name for grapevine isolates. Preliminary pathogenicity tests indi-

cated that strains of X. campestris pv. poinsetiicola type C have
weak pathogenicity on their host of isolation. No disease reports
have incriminated X. arboricola as the causal agent of bacterial leaf
spot of poinsettia. Altogether, this restrains us from proposing a
new pathovar to accommodate these strains, and we propose to
rename them X. arboricola. Thorough ecological studies on strains
with uncertain pathogenicity that focus on host specialization and
population dynamics are necessary to understand their ecological
significance.

It has been previously shown that the pathotype strains of X.
campestris pv. arracaciae, X. campestris pv. guizotiae, and X. camp-
estris pv. zantedeschiae were allocated to X. arboricola (25). These
three pathogens are seldom-recorded pathogens, and few strains
are publically available. We included strains of these pathovars
available in public repositories in our study of X. arboricola. The
five strains of pathovar arracaciae isolated in Brazil over a 30-year
span clustered in a tight clonal complex clearly separated from
other strains. The pathovar is the causal agent of leaf spot of arra-
cacha (Arracacia xanthorrhiza), a common disease in Brazil (103).
The two strains of pathovar guizotiae were isolated in Ethiopia,
where the bacterial leaf spot of niger (Guizotia abyssinica) was first
described (23). They exhibited the same genotype (ST54), which
was genetically divergent from all other STs, and harbored an atpD
haplotype brought about by interspecies recombination. These
strains represented an original phylogenetic lineage within the
species. Bacterial leaf spot of this oilseed crop was also described in
India (23, 104), and it would be interesting to type Indian isolates
to determine their genetic relatedness to the African isolates.
Within pathovar zantedeschiae, the two strains that originated in
South Africa, where the disease was first described (24), did not
cluster with the strain that originated in Taiwan (73). Based on
seven housekeeping genes and using a comprehensive collection
of X. arboricola strains, we confirmed that strains of X. campestris
pv. arracaciae, X. campestris pv. guizotiae, and X. campestris pv.
zantedeschiae belonged to X. arboricola, and we propose to reclas-
sify these three pathovars in the species as X. arboricola pv. arra-
caciae comb. nov, X. arboricola pv. guizotiae comb. nov., and X.
arboricola pv. zantedeschiae comb. nov. X. arboricola Vauterin et
al. 1995 is emended to include these three former X. campestris
pathovars and strains without pathovar affiliation.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This study was part of a program funded by the Region Pays de la Loire
(Xanthost) and by the Plant Health and Environment Department of
INRA (SPE 2008-0077-03). We thank the Direction Générale de
l’Armement (REI project) for funding a postdoctoral fellowship.

The INEM team from UMR1345 IRHS (Angers, France) is acknowl-
edged for providing climatic chambers and greenhouse facilities. We ac-
knowledge Virginie Raehm for strain sequencing and Jacky Guillaumès,
Francis Delort, and Damien Meyer for pathogenicity tests on Juglans regia.
We thank CIRM-CFBP (INRA, France), BCCM/LMG (Ghent, Belgium),
NCPPB (York, United Kingdom), ICMP (Auckland, New Zealand), and
IBSBF (Campinas, Brazil) for strain preservation and supply. We are
grateful to the INRA MIGALE bioinformatics platform (http://migale
.jouy.inra.fr) for providing computational resources. Gail Wagman is ac-
knowledged for editing the English.

REFERENCES
1. Stackebrandt E, Frederiksen W, Garrity GM, Grimont PAD, Kampfer

P, Maiden MCJ, Nesme X, Rossello-Mora R, Swings J, Truper HG,
Vauterin L, Ward AC, Whitman WB. 2002. Report of the ad hoc
committee for the re-evaluation of the species definition in bacteriology.

Genetic Structure of Xanthomonas arboricola

July 2015 Volume 81 Number 14 aem.asm.org 4665Applied and Environmental Microbiology

http://migale.jouy.inra.fr
http://migale.jouy.inra.fr
http://aem.asm.org


Int J Syst Evol Microbiol 52:1043–1047. http://dx.doi.org/10.1099/ijs.0
.02360-0.

2. Gevers D, Cohan FM, Lawrence JG, Spratt BG, Coenye T, Feil EJ,
Stackebrandt E, Van de Peer Y, Vandamme P, Thompson FL, Swings
J. 2005. Re-evaluating prokaryotic species. Nat Rev Microbiol 3:733–
739. http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro1236.

3. Bull CT, Clarke CR, Cai R, Vinatzer BA, Jardini TM, Koike ST. 2011.
Multilocus sequence typing of Pseudomonas syringae sensu lato con-
firms previously described genomospecies and permits rapid identifica-
tion of P. syringae pv. coriandricola and P. syringae pv. apii causing
bacterial leaf spot on parsley. Phytopathology 101:847– 858. http://dx
.doi.org/10.1094/PHYTO-11-10-0318.

4. Young JM, Park DC, Shearman HM, Fargier E. 2008. A multilocus
sequence analysis of the genus Xanthomonas. Syst Appl Microbiol 31:
366 –377. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.syapm.2008.06.004.

5. Pérez-Losada M, Cabezas P, Castro-Nallar E, Crandall KA. 2013.
Pathogen typing in the genomics era: MLST and the future of molecular
epidemiology. Infect Genet Evol 16:38 –53. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j
.meegid.2013.01.009.

6. Bennasar A, Mulet M, Lalucat J, Garcia-Valdes E. 2010. PseudoMLSA:
a database for multigenic sequence analysis of Pseudomonas species.
BMC Microbiol 10:118. http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2180-10-118.

7. Almeida NF, Yan S, Cai R, Clarke CR, Morris CE, Schaad NW,
Schuenzel EL, Lacy GH, Sun X, Jones JB, Castillo JA, Bull CT, Leman
S, Guttman DS, Setubal JC, Vinatzer BA. 2010. PAMDB, a multilocus
sequence typing and analysis database and website for plant-associated
microbes. Phytopathology 100:208 –215. http://dx.doi.org/10.1094
/PHYTO-100-3-0208.

8. Maiden MCJ, Bygraves JA, Feil E, Morelli G, Russell JE, Urwin R,
Zhang Q, Zhou JJ, Zurth K, Caugant DA, Feavers IM, Achtman M,
Spratt BG. 1998. Multilocus sequence typing: a portable approach to the
identification of clones within populations of pathogenic microorgan-
isms. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 95:3140 –3145. http://dx.doi.org/10.1073
/pnas.95.6.3140.

9. Maiden MCJ. 2006. Multilocus sequence typing of bacteria. Annu Rev Mi-
crobiol 60:561–588. http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.micro.59.030804
.121325.

10. Dye DW, Bradbury JF, Goto M, Hayward AC, Lelliott RA, Schroth
MN. 1980. International standards for naming pathovars of phytopatho-
genic bacteria and a list of pathovar names and pathotype strains. Rev
Plant Pathol 59:153–168.

11. Smith EF. 1903. Observations on a hitherto unreported bacterial disease,
the cause of which enters the plant through ordinary stomata. Science
17:456 – 457.

12. Miller PW, Bollen WB, Simmons JE, Gross HN, Barss HP. 1940. The
pathogen of filbert bacteriosis compared with Phytomonas juglandis, the
cause of walnut blight. Phytopathology 30:713–733.

13. Pierce NB. 1901. Walnut bacteriosis. Bot Gaz 31:272–273. http://dx.doi
.org/10.1086/328100.

14. Palacio-Bielsa A, Roselló M, Cambra MA, López MM. 2010. First
report on almond in Europe of bacterial spot disease of stone fruits
caused by Xanthomonas arboricola pv. pruni. Plant Dis 94:786. http://dx
.doi.org/10.1094/PDIS-94-6-0786C.

15. Palacio-Bielsa A, Cambra MA, Garita-Cambronero J, Rossello M,
Lopez MM. 2014. Mancha bacteriana de los frutales de hueso y del
almendro (Xanthomonas arboricola pv. pruni), una grave enfermedad
emergente en España. Phytoma España 259:36 – 42.

16. Lamichhane JR, Varvaro L. 2014. Xanthomonas arboricola disease of
hazelnut: current status and future perspectives for its management.
Plant Pathol 63:243–254. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ppa.12152.

17. Shen YM, Huang TC, Chao CH, Liu HL. 2013. First report of bacterial
spot caused by Xanthomonas arboricola pv. pruni on Japanese plum in
Taiwan. Plant Dis 97:835. http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/PDIS-11-12-1100
-PDN.

18. Ibarra Caballero J, Zerillo MM, Snelling J, Boucher C, Tisserat N.
2013. Genome sequence of Xanthomonas arboricola pv. Corylina, iso-
lated from Turkish filbert in Colorado. Genome Announc 1:e00246-13.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/genomeA.00246-13.

19. Vauterin L, Hoste B, Kersters K, Swings J. 1995. Reclassification of
Xanthomonas. Int J Syst Bacteriol 45:472– 489. http://dx.doi.org/10
.1099/00207713-45-3-472.

20. Janse JD, Rossi MP, Gorkink RFJ, Derks JHJ, Swings J, Janssens D,
Scortichini M. 2001. Bacterial leaf blight of strawberry (Fragaria (x)

ananassa) caused by a pathovar of Xanthomonas arboricola, not similar
to Xanthomonas fragariae Kennedy & King. Description of the causal
organism as Xanthomonas arboricola pv. fragariae (pv. nov., comb.
nov.). Plant Pathol 50:653– 665. http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-3059
.2001.00644.x.

21. Vandroemme J, Cottyn B, Pothier JF, Pfluger V, Duffy B, Maes M.
2013. Xanthomonas arboricola pv. fragariae: what’s in a name? Plant
Pathol 62:1123–1131. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ppa.12028.

22. Pereira ALG, Paradella FO, Zagatto AG. 1971. Uma nova doença
bacteriana da mandioquinha salsa (Arracacia xanthorrhiza) causada por
Xanthomonas arracaciae n. sp. Arq Inst Biol São Paulo 38:99 –108.

23. Yirgou D. 1964. Xanthomonas guizotiae sp. nov. on Guizotia abyssinica.
Phytopathology 54:1490 –1491.

24. Joubert JJ, Truter SJ. 1972. A variety of Xanthomonas campestris patho-
genic to Zantedeschia aethiopica. Netherlands J Plant Pathol 78:212–217.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01977321.

25. Parkinson N, Cowie C, Heeney J, Stead D. 2009. Phylogenetic structure
of Xanthomonas determined by comparison of gyrB sequences. Int J Syst
Evol Microbiol 59:264 –274. http://dx.doi.org/10.1099/ijs.0.65825-0.

26. Young JM, Wilkie JP, Park DC, Watson DRW. 2010. New Zealand
strains of plant pathogenic bacteria classified by multi-locus sequence
analysis; proposal of Xanthomonas dyei sp. nov. Plant Pathol 59:270 –
281. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3059.2009.02210.x.

27. Fargier E, Fischer-Le Saux M, Manceau C. 2011. A multilocus sequence
analysis of Xanthomonas campestris reveals a complex structure within
crucifer-attacking pathovars of this species. Syst Appl Microbiol 34:156 –
165. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.syapm.2010.09.001.

28. Mhedbi-Hajri N, Hajri A, Boureau T, Darrasse A, Durand K, Brin C,
Fischer-Le Saux M, Manceau C, Poussier S, Pruvost O, Lemaire C,
Jacques MA. 2013. Evolutionary history of the plant pathogenic bacte-
rium Xanthomonas axonopodis. PLoS One 8:e58474. http://dx.doi.org
/10.1371/journal.pone.0058474.

29. Hajri A, Brin C, Zhao S, David P, Feng JX, Koebnik R, Szurek B, Verdier
V, Boureau T, Poussier S. 2012. Multilocus sequence analysis and type III
effector repertoire mining provide new insights into the evolutionary history
and virulence of Xanthomonas oryzae. Mol Plant Pathol 13:288–302. http:
//dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1364-3703.2011.00745.x.

30. Hajri A, Brin C, Hunault G, Lardeux F, Lemaire C, Manceau C,
Boureau T, Poussier S. 2009. A “repertoire for repertoire” hypothesis:
repertoires of type three effectors are candidate determinants of host
specificity in Xanthomonas. PLoS One 4:e6632. http://dx.doi.org/10
.1371/journal.pone.0006632.

31. Mhedbi-Hajri N, Darrasse A, Pigne S, Durand K, Fouteau S, Barbe V,
Manceau C, Lemaire C, Jacques MA. 2011. Sensing and adhesion are
adaptive functions in the plant pathogenic xanthomonads. BMC Evol
Biol 11:67. http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2148-11-67.

32. Hajri A, Pothier JF, Fischer-Le Saux M, Bonneau S, Poussier S,
Boureau T, Duffy B, Manceau C. 2012. Type three effector gene distri-
bution and sequence analysis provide new insights into the pathogenicity
of plant-pathogenic Xanthomonas arboricola. Appl Environ Microbiol
78:371–384. http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.06119-11.

33. Ryan RP, Vorholter FJ, Potnis N, Jones JB, Van Sluys MA, Bogdanove
AJ, Dow JM. 2011. Pathogenomics of Xanthomonas: understanding
bacterium-plant interactions. Nat Rev Microbiol 9:344 –355. http://dx
.doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro2558.

34. Nei M. 1987. Molecular evolutionary genetics. Columbia University
Press, New York, NY.

35. Watterson GA. 1975. Number of segregating sites in genetic models
without recombination. Theor Popul Biol 7:256 –276.

36. Tajima F. 1989. Statistical method for testing the neutral mutation hy-
pothesis by DNA polymorphism. Genetics 123:585–595.

37. Fu YX, Li WH. 1993. Statistical tests of neutrality of mutations. Genetics
133:693–709.

38. Nei M, Gojobori T. 1986. Simple methods for estimating the numbers of
synonymous and nonsynonymous nucleotide substitutions. Mol Biol
Evol 3:418 – 426.

39. Librado P, Rozas J. 2009. DnaSP v5: a software for comprehensive
analysis of DNA polymorphism data. Bioinformatics 25:1451–1452.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btp187.

40. Tamura K, Peterson D, Peterson N, Stecher G, Nei M, Kumar S. 2011.
MEGA5: molecular evolutionary genetics analysis using maximum like-
lihood, evolutionary distance, and maximum parsimony methods. Mol
Biol Evol 28:2731–2739. http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msr121.

Fischer-Le Saux et al.

4666 aem.asm.org July 2015 Volume 81 Number 14Applied and Environmental Microbiology

http://dx.doi.org/10.1099/ijs.0.02360-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1099/ijs.0.02360-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro1236
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/PHYTO-11-10-0318
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/PHYTO-11-10-0318
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.syapm.2008.06.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.meegid.2013.01.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.meegid.2013.01.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2180-10-118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/PHYTO-100-3-0208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/PHYTO-100-3-0208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.95.6.3140
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.95.6.3140
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.micro.59.030804.121325
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.micro.59.030804.121325
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/328100
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/328100
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/PDIS-94-6-0786C
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/PDIS-94-6-0786C
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ppa.12152
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/PDIS-11-12-1100-PDN
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/PDIS-11-12-1100-PDN
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/genomeA.00246-13
http://dx.doi.org/10.1099/00207713-45-3-472
http://dx.doi.org/10.1099/00207713-45-3-472
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-3059.2001.00644.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-3059.2001.00644.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ppa.12028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01977321
http://dx.doi.org/10.1099/ijs.0.65825-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3059.2009.02210.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.syapm.2010.09.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0058474
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0058474
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1364-3703.2011.00745.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1364-3703.2011.00745.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0006632
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0006632
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2148-11-67
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.06119-11
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro2558
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro2558
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btp187
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msr121
http://aem.asm.org


41. Kimura M. 1980. A simple method for estimating evolutionary rates of
base substitutions through comparative studies of nucleotide sequences.
J Mol Evol 16:111–120.

42. Posada D. 2003. Using MODELTEST and PAUP* to select a model of
nucleotide substitution. Curr Protoc Bioinformatics Chapter 6:Unit 6.5.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/0471250953.bi0605s00.

43. Guindon S, Dufayard JF, Lefort V, Anisimova M, Hordijk W, Gascuel
O. 2010. New algorithms and methods to estimate maximum-likelihood
phylogenies: assessing the performance of PhyML 3.0. Syst Biol 59:307–
321. http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/sysbio/syq010.

44. Shimodaira H, Hasegawa M. 1999. Multiple comparisons of log-
likelihoods with applications to phylogenetic inference. Mol Biol Evol
16:1114 –1116.

45. Felsenstein J. 2005. PHYLIP (Phylogeny Inference Package) version 3.6.
University of Washington, Seattle, WA.

46. Feil EJ, Maiden MC, Achtman M, Spratt BG. 1999. The relative con-
tributions of recombination and mutation to the divergence of clones of
Neisseria meningitidis. Mol Biol Evol 16:1496 –1502.

47. Heath L, van der Walt E, Varsani A, Martin DP. 2006. Recombination
patterns in aphthoviruses mirror those found in other picornaviruses. J
Virol 80:11827–11832. http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01100-06.

48. Martin D, Rybicki E. 2000. RDP: detection of recombination amongst
aligned sequences. Bioinformatics 16:562–563. http://dx.doi.org/10
.1093/bioinformatics/16.6.562.

49. Padidam M, Sawyer S, Fauquet CM. 1999. Possible emergence of new
geminiviruses by frequent recombination. Virology 265:218 –225.

50. Maynard Smith J. 1992. Analyzing the mosaic structure of genes. J Mol
Evol 34:126 –129.

51. Posada D, Crandall KA. 2001. Evaluation of methods for detecting
recombination from DNA sequences: computer simulations. Proc
Natl Acad Sci U S A 98:13757–13762. http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas
.241370698.

52. Martin DP, Posada D, Crandall KA, Williamson C. 2005. A modified
bootscan algorithm for automated identification of recombinant se-
quences and recombination breakpoints. AIDS Res Hum Retrovir 21:
98 –102. http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/aid.2005.21.98.

53. Gibbs MJ, Armstrong JS, Gibbs AJ. 2000. Sister-scanning: a Monte
Carlo procedure for assessing signals in recombinant sequences. Bioin-
formatics 16:573–582. http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/16.7
.573.

54. Boni MF, Posada D, Feldman MW. 2007. An exact nonparametric
method for inferring mosaic structure in sequence triplets. Genetics 176:
1035–1047. http://dx.doi.org/10.1534/genetics.106.068874.

55. Huson DH, Bryant D. 2006. Application of phylogenetic networks in
evolutionary studies. Mol Biol Evol 23:254 –267. http://dx.doi.org/10
.1093/molbev/msj030.

56. Hajri A, Meyer D, Delort F, Guillaumes J, Brin C, Manceau C. 2010.
Identification of a genetic lineage within Xanthomonas arboricola pv.
juglandis as the causal agent of vertical oozing canker of Persian (English)
walnut in France. Plant Pathol 59:1014 –1022. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111
/j.1365-3059.2010.02362.x.

57. Parkinson N, Aritua V, Heeney J, Cowie C, Bew J, Stead D. 2007.
Phylogenetic analysis of Xanthomonas species by comparison of partial
gyrase B gene sequences. Int J Syst Evol Microbiol 57:2881–2887. http:
//dx.doi.org/10.1099/ijs.0.65220-0.

58. Guttman DS, Dykhuizen DE. 1994. Clonal divergence in Escherichia coli
as a result of recombination, not mutation. Science 266:1380 –1383.

59. Haworth RH, Spiers AG. 1992. Isolation of Xanthomonas campestris pv.
populi from stem lesions on Salix matsudana X alba ‘Aokautere’ in New
Zealand. Eur J Forest Pathol 22:247–251. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j
.1439-0329.1992.tb00789.x.

60. Myung IS, Moon SY, Jeong IH, Lee SW, Ra DS. 2010. A new disease,
bacterial fruit rot of jujube, caused by Xanthomonas arboricola in Korea.
New Dis Rep 22:12. http://dx.doi.org/10.5197/j.2044-0588.2010.022.012.

61. Myung IS, Jeong IH, Moon SY, Lee SW, Shim HS. 2010. A new disease,
arboricola leaf spot of bell pepper, caused by Xanthomonas arboricola.
Plant Dis 94:271. http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/PDIS-94-2-0271A.

62. Sawada H, Kunugi Y, Watauchi K, Kudo A, Sato T. 2011. Bacterial
spot, a new disease of grapevine (Vitis vinifera) caused by Xanthomonas
arboricola. Jpn J Phytopathol 77:7–22. http://dx.doi.org/10.3186
/jjphytopath.77.7.

63. Young JM, Dye DW, Bradbury JF, Panagopoulos CG, Robbs CF. 1978.
A proposed nomenclature and classification for plant pathogenic bacte-

ria. N Z J Agric Res 21:153–177. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00288233
.1978.10427397.

64. Stefani E. 2010. Economic significance and control of bacterial spot
canker of stone fruits caused by Xanthomonas arboricola pv. pruni. J
Plant Pathol 92:S99 –S103.

65. Moragrega C, Matias J, Aleta N, Montesinos E, Rovira M. 2011. Apical
necrosis and premature drop of Persian (English) walnut fruit caused by
Xanthomonas arboricola pv. juglandis. Plant Dis 95:1565–1570. http:
//dx.doi.org/10.1094/PDIS-03-11-0259.

66. Boudon S, Manceau C, Nottéghem J-L. 2005. Structure and origin of
Xanthomonas arboricola pv. pruni populations causing bacterial spot of
stone fruit trees in Western Europe. Phytopathology 95:1081–1088. http:
//dx.doi.org/10.1094/PHYTO-95-1081.

67. Scortichini M, Rossi MP, Marchesi U. 2002. Genetic, phenotypic and
pathogenic diversity of Xanthomonas arboricola pv. corylina strains
question the representative nature of the type strain. Plant Pathol 51:
374 –381. http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-3059.2002.00691.x.

68. Pulawska J, Kaluzna M, Kolodziejska A, Sobiczewski P. 2010. Identi-
fication and characterization of Xanthomonas arboricola pv. corylina
causing bacterial blight of hazelnut: a new disease in Poland. J Plant
Pathol 92:803– 806.

69. Scortichini M. 2010. Epidemiology and predisposing factors of some
major bacterial diseases of stone and nut fruit trees species. J Plant Pathol
92:S73–S78.

70. De Kam M. 1984. Xanthomonas campestris pv. populi, the causal agent
of bark necrosis in poplar. Eur J Plant Pathol 90:13–22.

71. Scortichini M, Rossi MP. 2003. Genetic diversity of Xanthomonas
arboricola pv. fragariae strains and comparison with some other X.
arboricola pathovars using repetitive PCR genomic fingerprinting. J
Phytopathol 151:113–119. http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1439-0434
.2003.00591.x.

72. Bradbury JF. 1986. Guide to plant pathogenic bacteria. CAB Interna-
tional, Farnham Royal, United Kingdom.

73. Lee YA, Chen KP, Chang YC. 2005. First report of bacterial leaf blight of
white-flowered calla lily caused by Xanthomonas campestris pv. zantede-
schiae in Taiwan. Plant Pathol 54:239. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365
-3059.2005.01168.x.

74. Maynard-Smith J, Smith NH, O’Rourke M, Spratt BG. 1993. How
clonal are bacteria? Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 90:4384 – 4388.

75. Didelot X, Falush D. 2007. Inference of bacterial microevolution using
multilocus sequence data. Genetics 175:1251–1266. http://dx.doi.org/10
.1534/genetics.106.063305.

76. Feil EJ, Spratt BG. 2001. Recombination and the population structures
of bacterial pathogens. Annu Rev Microbiol 55:561–590. http://dx.doi
.org/10.1146/annurev.micro.55.1.561.

77. Wicker E, Lefeuvre P, de Cambiaire JC, Lemaire C, Poussier S, Prior
P. 2012. Contrasting recombination patterns and demographic histories
of the plant pathogen Ralstonia solanacearum inferred from MLSA.
ISME J 6:961–974. http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2011.160.

78. Theethakaew C, Feil EJ, Castillo-Ramirez S, Aanensen DM,
Suthienkul O, Neil DM, Davies RL. 2013. Genetic relationships of
Vibrio parahaemolyticus isolates from clinical, human carrier, and
environmental sources in Thailand, determined by multilocus se-
quence analysis. Appl Environ Microbiol 79:2358 –2370. http://dx
.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.03067-12.

79. Doroghazi JR, Buckley DH. 2010. Widespread homologous recombi-
nation within and between Streptomyces species. ISME J 4:1136 –1143.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2010.45.

80. Maynard-Smith J, Feil EJ, Smith NH. 2000. Population structure and
evolutionary dynamics of pathogenic bacteria. Bioessays 22:1115–1122.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/1521-1878(200012)22:12�1115::AID-BIES9
�3.0.CO;2-R.

81. Vauterin L, Yang P, Alvarez A, Takikawa Y, Roth DA, Vidaver AK,
Stall RE, Kersters K, Swings J. 1996. Identification of non-pathogenic
Xanthomonas strains associated with plants. Syst Appl Microbiol 19:96 –
105.

82. Rademaker JLW, Louws FJ, Schultz MH, Rossbach U, Vauterin L,
Swings J, de Bruijn FJ. 2005. A comprehensive species to strain taxo-
nomic framework for Xanthomonas. Phytopathology 95:1098 –1111.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/PHYTO-95-1098.

83. Barss HP. 1915. A new filbert disease in Oregon, p 213–223. In Oregon
Agricultural Experiment Station Biennial Crop Pest and Horticulture
Report 1913-14.

Genetic Structure of Xanthomonas arboricola

July 2015 Volume 81 Number 14 aem.asm.org 4667Applied and Environmental Microbiology

http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/0471250953.bi0605s00
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/sysbio/syq010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01100-06
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/16.6.562
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/16.6.562
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.241370698
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.241370698
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/aid.2005.21.98
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/16.7.573
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/16.7.573
http://dx.doi.org/10.1534/genetics.106.068874
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msj030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msj030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3059.2010.02362.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3059.2010.02362.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1099/ijs.0.65220-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1099/ijs.0.65220-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1439-0329.1992.tb00789.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1439-0329.1992.tb00789.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.5197/j.2044-0588.2010.022.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/PDIS-94-2-0271A
http://dx.doi.org/10.3186/jjphytopath.77.7
http://dx.doi.org/10.3186/jjphytopath.77.7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00288233.1978.10427397
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00288233.1978.10427397
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/PDIS-03-11-0259
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/PDIS-03-11-0259
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/PHYTO-95-1081
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/PHYTO-95-1081
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-3059.2002.00691.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1439-0434.2003.00591.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1439-0434.2003.00591.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3059.2005.01168.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3059.2005.01168.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1534/genetics.106.063305
http://dx.doi.org/10.1534/genetics.106.063305
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.micro.55.1.561
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.micro.55.1.561
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2011.160
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.03067-12
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.03067-12
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2010.45
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/1521-1878(200012)22:12%3C1115::AID-BIES9%3E3.0.CO;2-R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/1521-1878(200012)22:12%3C1115::AID-BIES9%3E3.0.CO;2-R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/PHYTO-95-1098
http://aem.asm.org


84. Green S, Studholme DJ, Laue BE, Dorati F, Lovell H, Arnold D,
Cottrell JE, Bridgett S, Blaxter M, Huitema E, Thwaites R, Sharp PM,
Jackson RW, Kamoun S. 2010. Comparative genome analysis provides
insights into the evolution and adaptation of Pseudomonas syringae pv.
aesculi on Aesculus hippocastanum. PLoS One 5:e10224. http://dx.doi
.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0010224.

85. Cunty A, Poliakoff F, Rivoal C, Cesbron S, Fischer-Le Saux M,
Lemaire C, Jacques MA, Manceau C, Vanneste JL. 2015. Characteriza-
tion of Pseudomonas syringae pv. actinidiae (Psa) isolated from France
and assignment of Psa biovar 4 to a de novo pathovar: Pseudomonas
syringae pv. actinidifoliorum pv. nov. Plant Pathol 64:582–596. http://dx
.doi.org/10.1111/ppa.12297.

86. Pothier JF, Vorholter FJ, Blom J, Goesmann A, Puhler A, Smits THM,
Duffy B. 2011. The ubiquitous plasmid pXap41 in the invasive phyto-
pathogen Xanthomonas arboricola pv. pruni: complete sequence and
comparative genomic analysis. FEMS Microbiol Lett 323:52– 60. http:
//dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-6968.2011.02352.x.

87. Cesbron S, Pothier J, Gironde S, Jacques MA, Manceau C. 2014.
Development of multilocus variable-number tandem repeat analysis
(MLVA) for Xanthomonas arboricola pathovars. J Microbiol Methods
100:84 –90. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mimet.2014.02.017.

88. Luisetti J, Jailloux F, Germain E, Prunier JP, Gardan L. 1975. Carac-
térisation de Xanthomonas corylina (Miller et al.) Starr et Burkholder
responsable de la bactériose du noisetier récemment observée en France.
CR Séances Acad Agric France 61:845– 849.

89. Marcelletti S, Ferrante P, Scortichini M. 2010. Multilocus sequence
typing reveals relevant genetic variation and different evolutionary dy-
namics among strains of Xanthomonas arboricola pv. juglandis. Diversity
2:1205–1222. http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/d2111205.

90. Loreti S, Gallelli A, Belisario A, Wajnberg E, Corazza L. 2001. Inves-
tigation of genomic variability of Xanthomonas arboricola pv. juglandis
by AFLP analysis. Eur J Plant Pathol 107:583–591. http://dx.doi.org/10
.1023/A:1017951406237.

91. Scortichini M, Marchesi U, Di Prospero P. 2001. Genetic diversity of
Xanthomonas arboricola pv. juglandis (synonyms: X campestris pv. jug-
landis; X juglandis pv. juglandis) strains from different geographical areas
shown by repetitive polymerase chain reaction genomic fingerprinting. J
Phytopathol 149:325–332. http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1439-0434.2001
.00628.x.

92. Menard M, Baudry A, Le Saux M. 2004. First report of bacterial canker
of walnut caused by Brenneria nigrifluens in France. Plant Dis 88:220.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/PDIS.2004.88.2.220A.

93. Frutos D. 2010. Bacterial diseases of walnut and hazelnut and genetic
resources. J Plant Pathol 92:S1.79 –S71.85.

94. Parkinson N, Elphinstone J. 2010. Species and infra-species phyloge-
netic discrimination of pseudomonad and xanthomonad pathogens of
stone fruit and nuts. J Plant Pathol 92:S1.15–S11.19.

95. Patel MK, Bhatt VV, Kulkarni YS. 1951. Three new bacterial diseases of
plants from Bombay. Curr Sci 12:326 –327.

96. Young JM, Saddler GS, Takikawa Y, de Boer SH Vauterin L, Gardan
L, Gvozdyak RI, Stead DE. 1996. Names of plant pathogenic bacteria
1864-1995. Rev Plant Pathol 75:721–763.

97. Li B, Yu R, Shi Y, Su T, Wang F, Ibrahim M, Xie G, Wang Y, Sun G.
2011. Reclassification of Xanthomonas isolates causing bacterial leaf spot
of Euphorbia pulcherrima. Plant Pathol J 27:360 –366. http://dx.doi.org
/10.5423/PPJ.2011.27.4.360.

98. Janse JD. 2012. Bacterial diseases that may or do emerge, with (possible)
economic damage for Europe and Mediterranean basin: notes on epide-
miology, risks, prevention and management on first occurence. J Plant
Pathol 94:S4.5–S4.29.

99. Perminow JIS, Sletten A, Brurberg MB. 2011. First report of leaf spot
caused by Xanthomonas axonopodis pv. poinsettiicola on poinsettia
(Euphorbia pulcherrima) in Norway. Plant Dis 95:1187. http://dx.doi
.org/10.1094/PDIS-12-10-0904.

100. Dreo T, Pirc M, Erjavec J, Ravnikar M, Miklic-Lautar I. 2011. First
report of Xanthomonas axonopodis pv. poinsettiicola causing bacterial
leaf spot of Euphorbia pulcherrima in Slovenia. Plant Dis 95:70 –71. http:
//dx.doi.org/10.1094/PDIS-06-10-0426.

101. Stravato VM, Carannante G, Scortichini M. 2004. Occurrence of Xan-
thomonas axonopodis pv. poinsettiicola on Euphorbia pulcherrima in
Italy. J Plant Pathol 86:177.

102. Lee YA, Wu PC, Liu HL. 2006. First report of bacterial leaf spot of
poinsettia caused by Xanthomonas axonopodis pv. poinsettiicola in Tai-
wan. Plant Pathol 55:823. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3059.2006
.01484.x.

103. Henz GP. 2002. Doenças da mandioquinha-salsa e sua situação atual
no Brasil. Hort Bras 20:135–144. http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S0102
-05362002000200004.

104. Moniz L, Syed GM, Rai HH. 1968. Xanthomonas guizotiae var. indicus
causing leaf spot disease of Guizotia abyssinica Cass. Indian J Microbiol
8:263–264.

105. Skerman VBD, McGowan V, Sneath PHA. 1980. Approved lists of
bacterial names. Int J Syst Bacteriol 30:225– 420.

Fischer-Le Saux et al.

4668 aem.asm.org July 2015 Volume 81 Number 14Applied and Environmental Microbiology

http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0010224
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0010224
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ppa.12297
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ppa.12297
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-6968.2011.02352.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-6968.2011.02352.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mimet.2014.02.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/d2111205
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1017951406237
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1017951406237
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1439-0434.2001.00628.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1439-0434.2001.00628.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/PDIS.2004.88.2.220A
http://dx.doi.org/10.5423/PPJ.2011.27.4.360
http://dx.doi.org/10.5423/PPJ.2011.27.4.360
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/PDIS-12-10-0904
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/PDIS-12-10-0904
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/PDIS-06-10-0426
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/PDIS-06-10-0426
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3059.2006.01484.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3059.2006.01484.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S0102-05362002000200004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S0102-05362002000200004
http://aem.asm.org

	Aggressive Emerging Pathovars of Xanthomonas arboricola Represent Widespread Epidemic Clones Distinct from Poorly Pathogenic Strains, as Revealed by Multilocus Sequence Typing
	MATERIALS AND METHODS
	Bacterial strains and growth conditions.
	PCR and sequencing of protein-coding genes.
	Sequence acquisition and alignment.
	Sequence data analysis.
	Phylogenetic analyses.
	MLST analysis.
	Recombination analysis.
	Pathogenicity tests.
	Nucleotide sequence accession numbers.

	RESULTS
	High levels of nucleotide and allelic diversities within the X. arboricola species.
	Most pathovars form monophyletic clades within X. arboricola based on MLSA.
	Phylogenetic identification of X. arboricola pathovars based on gyrB and rpoD sequences.
	Interspecies recombination was detected at the rpoD and atpD loci.
	Economically significant pathovars are clonal complexes.
	Contrasting contributions of recombination and mutation in X. arboricola pathovars.
	Pathogenicity tests.

	TAXONOMY
	Emended description of Xanthomonas arboricola Vauterin et al. 1995.
	Description of Xanthomonas arboricola pv. arracaciae comb. nov.
	Description of Xanthomonas arboricola pv. guizotiae comb. nov.
	Description of Xanthomonas arboricola pv. zantedeschiae comb. nov.

	DISCUSSION
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	REFERENCES


